Anouar Abdel-Malek's Social Dialectics is a two-volume work that consists of many loosely related essays, all of which have been previously published by the author over a considerble period of time. Reading this work was a chore for many reasons. First, the essays in many cases bear only a very marginal relationship to one another. They range over such diverse topics as "The Future of Social Theory," "Orientalism in Crisis," "Joseph Needham: Encyclopedist of Civilizations," "The Army in the Nation," "Marxism and National Liberation," and "East Wind: The Historical Position of the Civilisational Project." Second, the writing style is ponderous and frequently obscure, something we have come to expect of works originally written in French (as this one was). (The following example of Abdel-Malek's frequent jargon is as good as any [volume 1, p. 156] : "In other words, the depth of the historical field is the face of the concept of time that is seen when one grasps the maintenance and the density of social dialectics in the history of human species." What this actually means I can only guess at). Third, the work is essentially a programmatic effort. Abdel-Malek continually tells the reader in very general terms what we should be studying and how we should be studying it, but there is precious little flesh put on these bare programmatic bones. One searches in vain for a concrete application by the author of his own guidelines. Finally, it must be said that there is not much, if anything, really new here. Even when Abdel-Malek has some interesting and valuable things to say, it is quickly recognized that these same points have been made by others, often to far greater effect.
If there is any single thread that runs through Social Dialectics, it seems to involve what might be called the dialectic of the internal and the external. Abdel-Malek insists that there are two great circles of social space. The first, which he calls endogenous social dialectics, consists of struggles between classes and other social groups that go on within the confines of a particular society or nation-state. The other circle of social space is exogenous social dialectics, which consists of the struggles between and among nation-states, cultural spheres, and civilizations. This distinction between the two kinds of dialectics leads the author to two guiding hypotheses:
1. These two dialectical spheres make up two constituent poles of a dyad which is structuring social dialectics in the contemporary era, and will continue to do so into the foreseeable future.
2. The conjunction of the two circles during a given historical period is capable of producing great social transformations.
Abdel-Malek spends considerable time developing different versions of a typology that he believes will be useful for comparative sociological study. In the most elaborate version of his typology, we encounter three social categories. From the most to the least encompassing, these are as follows:
I. The myth of a development progressing by continuous leaps yields its place, in many cases, to the hypothesis of the development of underdevelopment. The unilinear, continuous conception of social progress and evolution of nations begins to fade, and gives way to a dialectical, contradictory and conflictual conception of the evolution of human societies, an evolution which must often confront breakdown, deep crisis, even regression-a stormy diachrony.
In an essay on imperialism in the second volume, Abdel-Malek insists that the future of social and political theory lies in the scientific study of international power relations. This general point is pursued in more depth later in the same volume. Here Abdel-Malek speaks of what he calls the "hegemony of the endogenous, internal dimension of social dialectics over the exogenous, external dimension" (volume 2, p. 174), which he believes we have been witnessing for over a century. What he seems to mean is that social scientists have been preoccupied with endogenous social dialectics. But because of the existence today of a macro-phenomenon that Abdel-Malek calls the globalization of the world, the previously neglected exogenous social dialectics must be given considerably more attention than it has received. He writes (volume 2, pp. 182-84):
The globalisation of the world has been realized and achieved, and is maintained by the extension of political hegemonies based in the major world centres of production, military power and political and cultural influence. . . . Globalisation ... is an objective process in world history at the present stage of development of the productive forces and political, scientific, and technological and cultural systems.. . . The very nature of this globalisation process entails the reassessment of social dialectics at a macro level, endowing the exogenous external dimension of that dialectics with a far greater and more significant weight than it has had previously, particularly compared with the nineteenth century. . . .
The inner, endogenous dimension of social dialectics-the structuring of these societies into classes and social groups, and the struggle between these classes and social groups for hegemony, within each society-functions as it would in any class society. It also functions, however, within the framework of a wider circle of social dialectics; it no longer has hegemony in determining the nature and direction of the social process. The efficacy of internal social dialectics must now always be co-ordinated with the dictates of its outer, exogenous circle.
Much of this seems to me eminently sensible, except that I would argue that the role of exogenous social dialectics did not emerge only in the twentieth century. Immanuel Wallerstein (1974a Wallerstein ( , 1974b and other world-system theorists see the exogenous factor as being of tremendous importance as early as the sixteenth century, and some think Wallerstein himself starts too late (Schneider, 1977; Abu-Lughod, 1989; Chase-Dunn, in press) . A number of social scientists, some of the members of the ISCSC, are now arguing for the relevance of an exogenist perspective in the study of precapitalist societies (cf. Chase-Dunn and Hall, in press).
In conclusion, Abdel-Malek makes some useful and interesting points in these two volumes, but few of them are original, and many have been developed far more substantially and interestingly by other scholars.
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